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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 
The examiner's amendment was agreed to and authorized by Mr. Mass. 

The amendment to claims 6, 10, 37, and 40 was made to remove unneccesary and confusing expressions, i.e. [ka- 
1], [ka-2], and [ka-3], associated with formulae of these claims given that the formulae are already identified as (I) (II) 
and (III). 

The amendment was made to claim 37 to clarify that more than one wetting agent can be used. Such amendment 
was necessary in light of claim 39, which depends on claim 37, and which discloses the use of mixture of two wetting 
agents, i.e. acetylene alcohol and acetylene glycol. Support for such amendment is found in original claim 4. 

The amendment to claim 61 was made to insert words which were inadvertantly missing from the claim. The claim 
language was amended to recite same language found in present claim 32. 



